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.. Washizzion Post Stafl Writers

¢ ~A federal judze here hasissued an
extraord:...a.ry gag order that prevents
* attorneys-irom releasin.g to the press:
certain unrec..ncted and . declasaified
. documents that. were given to the at-
.torneys by the Central Intelhdence
Ag=ncy in 2 civil suits - S

" The order,’ 51=med by US District -

Judge June Green, was obtalned by

Justice Department attorneys mnearly -

.six weeks after the CIA material was
. turned over to.American Cwil beer- .

tles Umonlawyers. P I

- The ACLU i3 representmg “puiner-
‘ous plaintiffs in the suit’ growing out
of the “Chaos” program, in which the
CIA .and. the National -Security
Agency. azreed .10 -monitor overseas

telephone calls and cables of approxi-.

mately 10,600 radical groups of .indi-
_viduals in the late 19605 and early
19705. [ . KR
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= Attomeys who have been mvolved
- in similar litization said the order was
extraordinary in that it applies to the ’
plaintiffs In the suit as well 23 to at-

torneys, and because it.-was sought af- -

ier the material was turned over.. -wr,

. ¥ They said they vlewed the situation . . .
-as cne in which the authority of attor-

' ‘neys to release any materials they ob-
- tain through legal court processes in -

-any litigation has been questioned. - -

¢ The-order can- be clrcumvented “at

: ‘any. f{ime by merely attaching the doc-
‘uments ‘tp any material that- the
ACLU decldes to file in court in the
suit. It appears unlikely -that the .
"ACLU will take that approach, how-
ever, since such a filing might be seen
as an act of bad faith and since the
.. case i3 being viewed as a test of a
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g -3 John HF Shattucm II dxrector of
% the Washington office of the” ACLU

. Fund, said that since he i3 a lawyer in

: the case he did not feel it was proper
» to comment in any detzil on the or-.
. der. He said, however, that the plain-.
. tiffs are preparing documents seeking

to urge a higher court to reverse Judze
Green's order.

In most cases where “sensitive zov-
ernment documents may be involved,
the asency makes a reguest at the
‘time the material is tu.nm uver {hat
the documeais be wiit
pub‘ic No such request was made in

thlS case and the Justice Department ’

. concedes it has no legitimate grounds

_tokeep these documents secret:

. In numerous other cases, the ACLU
- and’ other groups have re'leased gov-

. ernment documents- at’” press confer-
ences without. facing any successful .

. challenge by the agency invoived.. .

' 4. As a part of the. pretrial discovery
in the chaos suit, the CIA turned over

55 documents concerning the- program

" to ACLU attorneys on Dec. 30. At that’

i time, according to' ACLU attorneys,
» the CIA was told that the maten:d.l
also would be made public. - =:;: PR
.-The CIA and Justice Department at-
torneys lodged no objéction at the-
time, according to court records; and
said merely they.wanted advance no:
“tice when the material "Was. going to
- -be made public. -~ -

L TR, S ,____

The ACLU then nonfied the J ustice -

Deparfment in a'letter dated Jan. 24

" that the documents would be released
. at a press conference _on Jan_31. A

copy of a press release concer:mnv the

documents = was; _prepared” by the

ACLU and attached to the letter)” -,
- Justice Department “attorneys then

- : :
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nhheld from the '

19 February 1977

. Toe Justice Departwent attorneys
cited general court rules and Code of
Professional Responsibility rules that
prohibit attorneys from- making extra
judicial statements that rmght inter-

* fere with a fair trial Included in the

Chaos suit is a demand by the plain-

" tiffs for a jury trial, although none

has been scheduled and any trial

. would not oceur for months or even

years, = 7
In addition, the Justice Department
attorneys said the ACLU press release

. was a “characterization of the con-

tents (of the documents) from which
plaintifis’ counsel derive a variety of
17b.ly charged and colored conclu-

sions.”

When the documents ev entually are

ment continued, “the federal deiend-
ants uill have no objection to public
access.”

ACLU attorney Shattuck said in an

filed in connection with a legitimate " -~
. "court proceeding, the Justice Depart-

sffidavit filed with the court that the

dosuments at issue “reveal aspects of
Opération Chacs which have not here-
tofore been made public.”: . .. . 1

? judge s authonty to gag ]awyers and filed a request fOl' a protectwe order
s partiesina law suit, . saying such a mannér of, public re-
. ’ © ot 7 7 . lease of the matenals by the attorneys
: was Improper.. .
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